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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: lines 7-8 recite the 
limitation "the land line telephone." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 2, 5 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kearns in view of DeFino (US006104783A). 

Regarding claim 2, Kearns et al disclose a system where a remote transmitter 
can be activated during an emergency, causing a base unit interfaced with the 
telephone lines to automatically dial 91 1 (see column 5, lines 15-23), which reads on 
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the claimed "system for transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator comprising: a transmitter 
for transmitting a triggering signal; at least one predialler in operative communication 
with each receiver, the predialler containing identifying information and being activated 
by the receiver's receipt of the triggering signal, the predialler transmitting a 9-1-1 signal 
with the precise location data embedded in the signal to a 91 1 operator upon 
activation." Even if the victim cannot speak, the 91 1 system operator will know the 
address of the victim by the automatic location identifier (ALI), which is part of the 
enhanced 91 1 system (see column 5, lines 27-31). Kearns et al fail to disclose a 
plurality of receivers. 

In a similar field of endeavor, DeFino discloses a similar system with a plurality of 
receivers (see column 4, lines 4-20), which reads on the claimed, "at least one of a 
plurality of receivers within the transmitter's broadcast range for receiving the triggering 
signal and for receiving triggering signals from any one of a plurality of other 
transmitters." 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Kearns et al with DeFino to include the above use of a plurality 
of receivers in order to provide more precise location information by identifying the 
closest receiver or receivers to the transmitter. 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino discloses that 
the base unit 14 includes an antenna for receiving signals from the transmitter 12 and 
cable with modular plug for interfacing base unit with the telephone lines (see column 5, 
lines 32-42), which reads on the claimed "the receiver is integrated stand alone unit." 
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Regarding claim 7, the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino discloses that 
the base unit is interfaced with the telephone lines and dials 91 1 (see Kearns et al 
column 5, lines 15-31), which reads on the claimed "the receiver and predialler are 
integrated within a landline telephone." 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino discloses that 
the base unit is interfaced with the telephone lines and dials 91 1 (see Kearns et al 
column 5, lines 1 5-31 ), which reads on the claimed "the receiver and predialler are 
integrated within a wall jack." 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino discloses a 
visual indicator and audible indicator that show that remote transmitter has been 
activated and, by providing such positive indication that the system has been activated, 
guard against false alarms (see Kearns et al column 6, lines 6-1 1 ), which reads on the 
claimed "the triggering signal indicates that an emergency or 9-1-1 call is being 
initiated." 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kearns in 
view of DeFino et al as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Walsh et al. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino fails to expressly 
disclose that the transmitter is incorporated into a cellular telephone. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Walsh et al discloses an emergency system device 
incorporated into a cellular telephone (see paragraphs 60-61). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the combination of Kearns et al and DeFino with Walsh et al 
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such that the wireless transmitter is incorporated into a cellular telephone in order to 
take advantage of the ability to reuse the RF circuitry in the cellular telephone. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kearns et 
al in view of DeFino, as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Yanagisawa 
(US006377169B1). 

Regarding claim 6, Kearns et al fails to disclose the transmitter is incorporated 
into a vehicle communication system. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Yanagisawa discloses a system where a 
transmitter in a vehicle transmits an emergency signal to the control center when an 
emergency situation arises (see column 8, lines 56-58). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Kearns et al with Yanagisawa to include the above transmitter 
incorporated into a vehicle in order to alert authorities in case of an accident as 
suggested by Yanagisawa (see column 1 , lines 24-29). 

Claims 1 0, 1 1 , 1 6, 1 7, 20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kearns et al in view of Walsh et al (US 20040033795A1 ). 

Regarding claim 10, Kearns et al discloses a system where a remote transmitter 
can be activated during an emergency, causing a base unit interfaced with the 
telephone lines to automatically dial 91 1 (see column 5, lines 15-23), which reads on 
the claimed "system for transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator," and, "a transmitter for 
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transmitting a triggering signal; a receiver for receiving the triggering signal," and, "a 
predialler containing precise location data and being activated by the receiver upon the 
receiver's receipt of the triggering signal, the predialler transmitting a 9-1-1 signal with 
the precise location data embedded in the signal to a 91 1 operator upon activation." 
Even if the victim cannot speak, the 91 1 system operator will know the address of the 
victim by the automatic location identifier (ALI), which is part of the enhanced 91 1 
system (see column 5, lines 27-31 ). Kearns et al fails to expressly disclose that the 
transmitter is incorporated into a cellular telephone. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Walsh et al discloses an emergency system device 
incorporated into a cellular telephone (see paragraphs 60-61). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Kearns et al with Walsh et al such that the wireless transmitter is 
incorporated into a cellular telephone in order to take advantage of the ability to reuse 
the RF circuitry in the cellular telephone. 

Regarding claim 11, the combination of Kearns et al and Walsh et al discloses a 
visual indicator and audible indicator that show that remote transmitter has been 
activated and, by providing such positive indication that the system has been activated, 
guard against false alarms (see Kearns et al column 6, lines 6-11), which reads on the 
claimed "the triggering signal indicates that a 9-1-1 call is being initiated." 

Regarding claim 16, Kearns et al discloses a system where a remote transmitter 
can be activated during an emergency, causing a base unit interfaced with the 
telephone lines to automatically dial 91 1 (see column 5, lines 15-23), which reads on 
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the claimed "method for transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator with precise location 
data," and, "transmitting a triggering signal when the user initiates a 9-1-1 call on the 
cell phone; enabling a landline telephone with a receiver and a predialler, the receiver 
for receiving a triggering signal... and for activating the predialler upon receipt of the 
triggering signal." Even if the victim cannot speak, the 91 1 system operator will know 
the address of the victim by the automatic location identifier (ALI), which is part of the 
enhanced 911 system (see column 5, lines 27-31), which reads on the claimed 
"predialler for transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator with precise location data." Kearns 
et al fails to expressly disclose that the transmitter is incorporated into a cellular 
telephone and the cellular telephone makes a 9-1-1 call. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Walsh et al discloses an emergency system device 
incorporated into a cellular telephone (see paragraphs 60-61) and the wireless 
telephone makes an emergency telephone call to a PSAP (see paragraph 75). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Kearns et al with Walsh et al such that the wireless transmitter is 
incorporated into a cellular telephone and the cellular telephone makes a 9-1-1 call in 
order to take advantage of the ability to reuse the RF circuitry in the cellular telephone 
and create an intuitive activation. 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Kearns et al and Walsh et al discloses 
that the base unit dials 9-1-1 in response to activation from the transmitter (see Kearns 
et al column 5, lines 15-31), which reads on the claimed invention where the receiver 
identifies the signal as a 9-1-1 call. 
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Regarding claim 20, the combination of Kearns et al and Walsh et al discloses 
that the base unit is interfaced with the telephone lines and dials 91 1 (see Kearns et al 
column 5, lines 15-31), which reads on the claimed "the receiver and predialler are 
integrated within a wall jack." 

Regarding claim 22, the combination of Kearns et al and Walsh et al discloses 
that the base unit is interfaced with the telephone lines and dials 91 1 (see Kearns et al 
column 5, lines 15-31), which reads on the claimed "the receiver and predialler are 
integrated within a wall jack." 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walsh et 
al in view of Kearns et al. 

Regarding claim 12, Walsh et al disclose a system where a wireless 
communication device is told its location in a facility for use during an E91 1 call by the 
wireless communication device (see paragraph 55), which reads on the claimed 
"system for transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator," and, "a cell phone." One of the 
wireless communication units 206-209 sends the location information to the wireless 
communication device present in one of the plurality of predetermined areas (see 
paragraph 69), which reads on the claimed "transmitting a return signal to the first 
transceiver, the return signal encoded with identifying information," and the wireless 
communication units may be connected to the PSTN via the controller 200 to provide an 
alternative communication path for the wireless communication device 104 (see figure 2 
and paragraph 77). Preferably, in an E91 1 application, the wireless communication unit 
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209 sends the location information at least one of before, during and after the wireless 
communication device communicates an emergency telephone call to a public safety 
answering point (see paragraph 75), which reads on the claimed "the first transceiver for 
receiving the return signal and, in response, for transmitting the return signal including 
the precise location data to a 91 1 operator." Walsh et al fails to expressly disclose the 
cell phone transmitting a signal to start the process. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Kearns et al discloses a transmitter that transmits a 
signal to activate a system to request emergency assistance (see column 3, lines 7-23). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Walsh et al with Kearns et al to include the above signal to 
activate the process in order to prevent the unnecessary use of system resources. 

Claims 13 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Britton (US005745849A) in view of Walsh et al. 

Regarding claim 13, Britton discloses an alarm system where a remote detector 
17-19 generates data in response to an alarm event and transmits the data to the base 
unit 12 (see column 4, lines 5-22) and this may be via a radio link 28 (see column 3, 
lines 56-62), which reads on the claimed "transmitter for transmitting a triggering signal; 
transceiver for receiving the triggering signal." The base unit is linked to the PST via a 
cellular link 38 to the nearest land-based cellular antenna site 40 (see column 3, line 63 
- column 4, line 4), which reads on the claimed "cell phone including a first transceiver 
for receiving the triggering signal and for transmitting a second signal upon reception of 
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the triggering signal." The cell site connects to the PSTN to the alarm monitoring 
station, which dispatches police or fire-fighters as appropriate (see column 4, lines 5-23 
and figure 1 ), which reads on the claimed "receiver for receiving the second signal from 
the cell phone; and a predialler... being activated by the receiver upon the receiver's 
receipt of the second signal, the predialler transmitting a 9-1-1 signal to a 911 operator 
upon activation." The cellular link is two-way (see figure 1 ), which reads on the claimed, 
"transmitting a return signal to the cell phone." Britton fails to expressly disclose that the 
signal includes precise location information with the return signal. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Walsh et al disclose a system where, in an E91 1 
application, the wireless communication unit 209 sends the location information at least 
one of before, during and after the wireless communication device 104 communicates 
an emergency telephone call to a public safety answering point and the location 
information sent to the wireless communication device is used for an automatic location 
identification (ALI) of the wireless communication device in the facility by the public 
safety answering point (see paragraph 75). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of. 
the invention to modify Britton with Walsh et al to include the above location information 
with the emergency call in order to provide an accurate location where other solutions 
may not apply, such as in a facility, as suggested by Walsh et al (see paragraph 55). 

Regarding claim 18, Britton discloses an alarm system where a remote detector 
17-19 generates data in response to an alarm event and transmits the data to the base 
unit 12 (see column 4, lines 5-22) and this may be via a radio link 28 (see column 3, 
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lines 56-62). The base unit is linked to the PST via a cellular link 38 to the nearest land- 
based cellular antenna site 40 (see column 3, line 63 - column 4, line 4), which reads 
on the claimed "providing a user with a cell phone for making a 9-1-1 call, the cell phone 
including a first transceiver for transmitting a triggering signal when the user initiates a 
9-1-1 call on the cell phone." The cell site connects to the PSTN to the alarm 
monitoring station, which dispatches police or fire fighters as appropriate (see column 4, 
lines 5-23 and figure 1 ), which reads on the claimed "enabling a second transceiver for 
receiving a triggering signal from the cell phone." The cellular link is two-way (see 
figure 1), which reads on the claimed, "transmitting a return signal to the cell phone." 
Britton fails to expressly disclose that the return signal includes precise location 
information. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Walsh et al disclose a system where, in an E91 1 
application, the wireless communication unit 209 sends the location information at least 
one of before, during and after the wireless communication device 104 communicates 
an emergency telephone call to a public safety answering point and the location 
information sent to the wireless communication device is used for an automatic location 
identification (ALI) of the wireless communication device in the facility by the public 
safety answering point (see paragraph 75). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Britton with Walsh et al to include the above location information 
with the emergency call in order to provide an accurate location where other solutions 
may not apply, such as in a facility, as suggested by Walsh et al (see paragraph 55). 
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Claims 14, 15, 19 and 21, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Britton (US005745849A) in view of Kearns et al. 

Regarding claim 14, Britton discloses a base unit 12 linked to the PSTN via a 
landline 36 and a cellular link 38 for communicating an alarm signal (see column 4, lines 
12-16 and figure 1), which reads on the claimed "transmitter for transmitting a triggering 
signal." The cellular link 38 reads on the claimed "bypass circuit for bypassing the PBX- 
type master switching box thereby connecting directly to an office junction box and the 
bypass circuit including a receiver for receiving the triggering signal from the 
transmitter." The base unit reads on the claimed "predialler in operative communication 
with the bypass circuit... activated by the receiver upon the receiver's receipt of the 
triggering signal." The base unit contacts the central alarm-monitoring station, which 
dispatches police or fire fighters as appropriate (see column 4, lines 5-23), which reads 
on the claimed "the predialler transmitting a 9-1-1... signal to a 911 operator upon 
activation." Britton fails to expressly disclose that the signal includes precise location 
information. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Kearns et al discloses an alarm system that 
transmits a location identifier (ALI) with the call to 9-1-1 (see column 5, lines 15-31). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Britton with Kearns et al to include the above location 
information with the emergency call in order to notify the authorities of the location of the 
emergency. 
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Regarding claim 15, the combination of Britton and Kearns et al discloses a base 
unit 12 that receives an alarm signal and is connected to the PSTN via a landline and a 
cellular connection (see column 3, line 63 - column 4, line 23), which reads on the 
claimed "a landline telephone may be connected to the bypass circuit, the landline 
telephone integrating the receiver and the predialler." 

Regarding claim 19, Britton discloses a base unit 12 linked to the PSTN via a 
landline 36 and a cellular link 38 for communicating an alarm signal (see column 4, lines 
12-16 and figure 1). The cellular link 38 reads on the claimed "providing a bypass 
circuit with a receiver for receiving the triggering signal from the land line telephone and 
for bypassing the PBX-type master switching box thereby connecting directly to an 
office junction box." The base unit reads on the claimed "predialler in operative 
communication with the bypass circuit... activated by the receiver upon the receiver's 
receipt of the triggering signal." The base unit contacts the central alarm-monitoring 
station, which dispatches police or fire fighters as appropriate (see column 4, lines 5- 
23), which reads on the claimed "enabling the predialler in operative communication 
with the bypass circuit, the predialler activated by the receiver upon the receiver's 
receipt of the triggering signal, and transmitting a signal to a 91 1 operator." Britton fails 
to expressly disclose that the signal includes precise location information. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Kearns et al discloses an alarm system that 
transmits a location identifier (ALI) with the call to 9-1-1 (see column 5, lines 15-31). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Britton with Kearns et al to include the above location 
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information with the emergency call in order to notify the authorities of the location of the 
emergency. 

Regarding claim 21, the combination of Britton and Keams et al discloses that 
the base unit is connected to the PST (see Britton figure 1), which reads on the claimed, 
"the transmitter is integrated within landline wall jack." 

Regarding claim 23, Britton discloses a base unit 12 linked to the PSTN via a 
landline 36 and a cellular link 38 for communicating an alarm signal (see column 4, lines 
12-16 and figure 1 ), which reads on the claimed "transmitter for transmitting a triggering 
signal." The base unit reads on the claimed "first transceiver for receiving the triggering 
signal and for transmitting a second signal upon reception of the triggering signal." The 
base unit contacts the central alarm-monitoring station via a cellular link, which 
dispatches police or fire fighters as appropriate (see column 4, lines 5-23), which reads 
on the claimed "land line telephone including a receiver for receiving the second signal 
from the first transceiver and a predialler... activated by the receiver upon the receiver's 
receipt of the second signal, the predialler transmitting a 9-1-1 signal." Britton fails to 
expressly disclose that the signal includes precise location information. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Kearns et al discloses an alarm system that 
transmits a location identifier (ALI) with the call to 9-1-1 (see column 5, lines 15-31). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Britton with Kearns et al to include the above location 
information with the emergency call in order to notify the authorities of the location of the 
emergency. 
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Regarding claim 24, the combination of Britton and Kearns et al discloses that 
the base unit is connected to the PST (see Britton figure 1 ), which reads on the claimed, 
"the receiver and predialler are integrated within landline wall jack." 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 18, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-9 and 18-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant argues that the combination of Kearns et al and Walsh et al is 
improper. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Specifically, the applicant argues that 
Kearns et al teaches away from using the transmitter as a cell phone. While the 
examiner agrees that Kearns does not expressly disclose this function, nowhere does 
Kearns et al exclude this functionality. The applicant makes further arguments that the 
combination would be inoperable, but the examiner disagrees. A person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention could have modified Kearns et al with Walsh et 
al as discussed in the rejection above to obtain the claimed invention. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., separate transceivers not needed, a specific office number) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryan J. Fox whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7908. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Bryan Fox 
November 29, 2005 



MARSHA D. BA:'";S-HAROLD 
SUPERVISORY ?ATB3T EXAMEffia 
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